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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1. 17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1. 1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1. 17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 5/2/2005 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 5, 7, 10-11, 14-15, 17-18, 22, 24, 27-28, 31-32, 34-35, 36-37, 39, and 40 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent Application Publication 
Number 2002/0004833 by Tonouchi. 

4. As to claim 1, Tonouchi teaches a method for regulating access by users to a scarce 
resource, the method comprising the steps of: receiving a request for access the scarce resource 
(paragraphs 126-131); determining whether the access level for said scarce resource is at a 
desired maximum (paragraph 136); responsive to determining that said access level is at a 
desired maximum, allocating an access slot, which specifies a time period during which the 
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scarce resource may be accessed, said requester (paragraphs 136-138); and providing said 
requester with a notification of their allocated access slot, access being available to said requester 
at any point in the time period during which said allocated slot is enabled (Figures 16-17 and 
paragraphs 200-202). 

5. As to claims 18, 35, 36, 39, and 40, they feature the same limitations as claim 1 and are 
rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 . 

6. As to claim 5, Tonouchi teaches a method wherein responsive to a requesting re- 
requesting access to a scarce resource, determining whether an access slot is enabled; and 

responsive to determining that the slot is enabled, granting access (paragraphs 136-138). 

*■ 

7. As to claim 22, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 5. 

8. As to claim 7, Tonouchi teaches diverting a requester to a first server hosting a scarce 
resource (paragraphs 136-138). 

9. As to claim 24, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 7. 

10. As to claim 10, Tonouchi teaches a method of tracking the number of users currently 
accessing the scarce resource (paragraphs 136-138); and comparing that number with a 
predetermined maximum value (paragraphs 136-138). 

11. As to claim 27, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 0. 

*- 

12. As to claim 11, Tonouchi teaches a method of receiving a late request for access to a 
scarce resource from a requester having missed access when available; determining whether a 
scarce resource is able to accommodate access by a late requester; and responsive to determining 
that it is possible to accommodate access, granting access to a requester (paragraphs 136-138). 

As to claim 28, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 11. 
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13. As to claim 14, Tonouchi teaches determining that a requester's slot is at an end; and 
refusing access to the scarce resource by the requester (paragraphs 136-138). 

14. As to claim 1 5, Tonouchi teaches determining that a requester's access slot is an a end; 
determining that a requester has not finished accessing a scarce resource; determining whether a 
scarce resource is able to accommodate continued access by said requester; and responsive to 
determining that a requester is able to accommodate continued access, granting continued access 
to said requester (paragraphs 136-138). 

15. As to claim 17, Tonouchi teaches a method of receiving a request for access to a scarce 
resource; responsive to determining that the requester previously opted to leave said scarce 
resource early, determining whether the scarce resource can re-accommodate access, granting 
said requester with access to said scarce resource (paragraphs 136-138). 

16. As to claims 3 1 -32 and 34, they are rejected for the same reasons as claims 31-32, and 
34. As to claim 37, Tonouchi teaches a method wherein the request for access is a request for 
continued access, said request being the only interaction tracked (paragraphs 126-131). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
17. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



i 
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18. Claims 2-3, 6, 19-20 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0004833 by Tonouchi in view of U.S. 
Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0083342 by Webb et aL 

19. As to claim 2, Tonouchi teaches the method of claim 1 ; however Tonouchi does not 
explicitly teach the use of a ticket comprising access slot information. 

Webb teaches a method of issuing a requestor with a ticket comprising access slot 
information at least part of said access slot information being used by said requester to determine 
when said allocated slot is enabled (paragraph 48). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Tonouchi regarding the regulation of access to 
a resource with the teachings of Webb regarding the use of a ticket because the ticket provides a 
method for the system to authenticate the use of the time slot (Webb, paragraph 48). 

20. As to claim 19, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 2. 

21 . As to claims 3 and 20, Tonouchi teaches access slot information comprising a start time 
for the access slot and an expiry time for the access slot (Figures 16-17 and paragraphs 200-202). 

22. As to claims 6 and 23, they feature similar limitations to claims 2 and 3 and are rejected 
for the same reasons as claims 2 and 3. 

23. Claims 4, 12-13, 16, 21, 29-30, 33 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0004833 by Tonouchi in 
view of U.S. Patent Number 6,389,028 to Bondarenko et aL 

24. As to claim 4, Tonouchi teaches the method of claim 1; however Tonouchi does not 
explicitly teach downloading an executable onto the requestor's computer. . 
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Bondarenko teaches downloading an executable program for preventing the requester 

from attempting to access a scarce resource until said requester's access slot has been enabled 
(col. 9, lines 18-54). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Tonouchi regarding the regulation of access to 
a resource with the teachings of Bondarenko regarding the downloading of an executable 
because downloading an executable would reduce the amount of work performed by the server. 

25. As to claim 21, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 4. 

26. As to claim 12, Tonouchi teaches the method of claim 1 ; however Tonouchi does not 
explicitly teach determining the average time spent accessing the resource and determining the 
length of access slots based on the average time. 

Bondarenko teaches determining the average time spent accessing a scarce resource; and 
determining the length of the subsequent access slots based on the average time (col. 9, lines 18- 
54). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Tonouchi regarding the regulation of access to 
a resource with the teachings of Bondarenko regarding determining the average time spent 
accessing the resource and determining the length of access slots based on the average time 
because changing the length of the time slots allows for more efficient resource utilization 
(Bondarenko, col. 9, lines 18-54). 

27. As to claim 29, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 12. 
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28. As to claim 13, Tonouchi teaches the method of claim 1; however Tonouchi does not 
explicitly teach chain of resources. 

Bondarenko teaches determining that said scarce resource comprises a chain of resources 
(col. 9, lines 18-54). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Tonouchi regarding the regulation of access to 
a resource with the teachings of Bondarenko regarding a chain of resources because resources 
are sometimes distributed across the Internet (Bondarenko, col. 9, lines 18-54). 

29. As to claim 30, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 13. 

30. As to claims 16 and 33, Bondarenko teaches a method wherein the access slot only 
applies to one of the resources in the chain and any other resource in said chain is accessible 
whether or not said slot is enabled (col. 9, lines 18-54). 

31. As to claim 36, Tonouchi teaches the method of claim 3'6; however Tonouchi does not 
explicitly teach finding a resource in a chain of resources chain of resources. 

Bondarenko teaches determining the position in a chain of resources (col. 9, lines 18-54). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Tonouchi regarding the regulation of access to 
a resource with the teachings of Bondarenko regarding a chain of resources because resources 
are sometimes distributed across the Internet (Bondarenko, col. 9, lines 18-54). 

32. Claims 8-9 and 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0004833 by Tonouchi in view of U.S. Patent 
Number 6,01 1,537 to Slotznick. 
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33. As to claims 8-9, Tonouchi does not explicitly teach diverting a request to a second 
server and providing the requester with entertainment while the resource is not available. 

Slotznick teaches diverting a request to a second server and providing-the requester with 
entertainment while the resource is not available (col. 24, line 9-49). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Netowrking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Tonouchi regarding allocating access to a 
resource with the teachings of Slotznick regarding the provision of entertainment to a waiting 
user because entertainment reduces the perceived wait time (Slotznick, col 1, line 60-col 2, line 

ii). 

34. As to claims 25 and 26, they are rejected for the same reasons as claims 8-9. 

Response to Arguments 

35. Applicants arguments with respect to claims 1-40 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

36. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Douglas B. Blair whose telephone number is 571-272-3893. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-5pm Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on 571-272-3868. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Douglas Blair 
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SUPERVISORY PATE NTEXAMI N E R 



